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Edward Canade

5 8. 12th Street
Marshalltown, IA 50158

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required te have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. 1t is the squivalent of the government requiring all
hew homes be built with a peephole for taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. bLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries faor how
the FBI can ¢ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential faor hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents tc access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich aoppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I look fForward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Edward Canade
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Katharine Ballard

507 N, 0Oak St.
Bloomington, Illinpis 61701

Mar<ch 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae]l Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Cchairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI tao c<onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying ta force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information bhetween sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-maii. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persaonal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
Even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdonr access have not been successful and
only created a ri¢h opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangergus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that aour new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Katharine J. Ballard
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Penny Marshat]

3363 Avenida Jalisco
Desert Hat Springs, CA 92240

March 189, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawell
Federal Commupnications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement 1s necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually bhuild its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the govermment requiring all
hew homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to ook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Penny Marshall
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Raymond Hammond

810 Clearmont St.
Sebastian, Florida 32958

March 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not kelieve this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI ta conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole foar law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can callect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e—-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to previde this sort of backdonr access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

Beginning to feel a lot Tike China. Will they be shutting the services dawn
any time soon? I certainly will if this gets passed, in protest if nothing
else. How will new services hald up if that hecomes a trend?

I Jook forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ray Hammond
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David Larson

15105 Lake Ave. # 2
Lakewood, Ohio 44107

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Poweld:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s regquest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run araound
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢ollect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources Yike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative pro<ess to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdeor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-ip
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Or. Dawid. M. Larson
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Barbara Pfaffe

300 S. 2nd Street #2
Surf City, NJ 08008

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SWw

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Cepartment of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going Far beyond these existing
powers by trying to Force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very caoncerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an collect infarmation between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal commupications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue gavernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppoartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look faorward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Barbara Pfaffe
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Linda Winstan

105C Tilghman Ct.
Williamsburg, YA 23188

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell;

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my gpposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Lonastanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to conduc<t surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can collect infaormation between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggaressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thisves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestiaon of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet <communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping,

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Linda A. Winston
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Ann Davidow

199 Palmer Hill Road
01d Greenwich, CT 06870

Markh 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositiaon to the
DPepartment of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary., Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct suryeillance., The FBI is going far beyond existing powers
by trying to Force the industry to actually build its systems around government
eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring new homes be
built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers set up boundaries for how the FBI ¢an collect information
between sources like phone companies and data sources like e-mail. The FBI s
aggressive and expansive reading of the law would bypass the legislative
process to alter that careful halance.

Requiring a master key to our personal communications, creates the potential
for hackers and thieves or even rogue government agents to access aur
personal communications,

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ann Davidow
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Elisabeth NuTl

706 Bonifant Street
Silver Spring, MD 20910

March 19, 2004

FCC Cchairman Michael Powell
Federal Communjcations Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Leongstanding taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can callect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <¢ommunications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Elisabeth Higgins Null
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Linda Ross

1923 S. Desplaines
Chicago, I1 B0GE1E

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition ta the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these axisting
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even raogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich gpportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping,

I lTcok farward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

LINDA ROSS
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Rob Rous

4370 45th Ave
Norwalk, IA 50211

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual., I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s regquest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone cempanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bsyand these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requi-ement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI <¢an collect infarmation hetween sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative pracess to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Rob Roush
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onna golden

130 Sun Haven
Kerrville , Tx 7B028

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel}
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s regquest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to <onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the leagislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich copportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that ocur new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

donna golden
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Byron Padgett

1455 W.Prince ®1B
Tucson, AZ 85703

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FEC Chairman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wivetapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to <onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eqguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmazkers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail., The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward ta hearing your thaughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Byron Padgett
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Jeffrey Vineburg

2455 Independence Ave
Roslyn, PA 13001

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:
As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have bullt—in wiretapping access.

let’s cut to the chase: this is not necessary. It is yet another intrusion on
our ¢ivil rights. I am calling on you to make a stand for your constitution
and country. Please oppose the DOT’s request.

let’s face it — past government efforts at “protecting’ the populace like this

have failed miserably and yet remain in—-place. It sets a bad precedent.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Fespectfully submitted

Jeff Vineburg
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Kathryn D. 0'Keefe, MSSW

3317 Bunting Ave.
Fort Worth, TX 7?8107

March 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement i5 necessary. Longstanding Yaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephaone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement ta look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—-run around
Congress. Llawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone ¢ompanies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by regquiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge vou to oppase the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

kathryn D. 0’Keefe, MSSW
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Amy McCumber

740 Curfew St
St Paul, MN 35114

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communicatian services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI teo conduct surveillance. The FBI is g9oing far beyond these existing
paowers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the egquivalent of the gaovernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c<ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatiaons. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Amy McCumber
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Peter Berguist

502 10TH STREET
TYBEE ISLAND, G& 31328

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae) Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Congress., Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Peter Berquist




Thu 25 Mar 2004 12,53:02 PM EST P. 7
Tanya Corriveau

118 Spectacle Pond Dr
East Falmouth, MA 02536

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llangstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telsphone companies to alfow
the FBI to <onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the squivalent of the government requiring atl
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement ta look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress., Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phaone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Tanya Corriveau
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Steven Stwalley

148 12th Ave. NE
Minneapolis, MN 55413

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Caommunications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement 15 necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Praviders and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the F8I to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the sguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can <ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue qovernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
ohly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
TJustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Steven Stwalley
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Carolyn Demers

18 Brooklyn St.
Swanton, Vt 05488

March 1%, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street Sw

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement toe look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between saources like phone companies and data
sources lTike e-maiil, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents tn access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping,

I look Forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Demers
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Jason Dubs

1322 Second Avenue, Apt. 4C
New York, NY 10021

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae} Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Pawell:

As a concerned individual. I am writing to express my opposition to fhe
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this regquirement is necessary. Lecngstanding laws already
require Internet Service Proyviders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources l1ike phone companies and data
sources Tike e~mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
EvVEN rogue government agents to access our persanal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jason Dubs
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David McConnell
290 Akron Rd
Lake Worth, FL 33487

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is qoing far heyond these existing
powers by trying tao force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephale for taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicatians, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal commuhications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
cnly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

David & McConnell
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Dwight Rousu

13814 NE ?0th Place
Redmond, WA 98052

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel}
Federal Communications Commissign
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Jaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allogw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdrapping. It is the eguivalent aof the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail, The FBI s agaressive and expansive reading aof the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents  ta access our persanal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once agatn, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

Sincerely,

Dwight Rousu
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Jimmie Durrance

2447 Quail Ave.
Jacksonville, Florida 32218

March t9, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying tp force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

1 am very concerned that this requirement rvepresents an end-run around
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢ollect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the leqislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thisves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communjcatians. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technelogies should have built-in
wiretapping,

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Jimmie L Durrance
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BY Star, Eso

464 Paula Dr No
Dunedin, FL 34698

March 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
449 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I de not helieve this requirement is necessary. Laongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢ollect information hetween sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail, The FBI s agaressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that <areful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very rea) potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

BT Star, Esq.




